INTRODUCTION
. These two genera are notorious for causing taxonomic problems: Lack of diagnoses, doubtful generic assignment of species, information available only for one sex in many species, unknown internal phylogenetic relationships between the species.
Manuscript accepted 24.08.2008 basis of procurved eye rows with small anterior median eyes, a narrow clypeus, a big tooth followed by several smaller teeth on the posterior margin of the cheliceral groove and segmented posterior spinnerets with the apical segment shorter than the basal (Simon, 1898 ; see also: Barrientos & Cardoso, 2007) . Malthonica remained a genus with few species until Brignoli (1971 Brignoli ( , 1976a Brignoli ( , b, 1978 Brignoli ( , 1980 Brignoli ( , 1984 added several species mostly on the basis of general similarity and small size, and hereby created taxonomic chaos. Guseinov et al. (2005) used the embolus length to separate Tegenaria from Malthonica. Apart from describing some new species from Azerbaijan they transferred several other species from Tegenaria to Malthonica. Jäger (2006) convincingly showed that this character, at least in Sparassidae, is unsuitable for phylogenetic evaluation. Furthermore Guseinov et al. (2005) omitted many described species from their list. In short, they added to the already existing confusion. Barrientos & Cardoso (2007) addressed this problem when describing a new species from Portugal. They redefined Malthonica for the Iberian species based on the original description of Simon (1898) and on a systematic evaluation by Lehtinen (1967) . The current situation, presented in the catalogue of Platnick (2008) , is extremely unsatisfactory as several pairs of apparently closely related species are assigned to different genera (e.g. Malthonica eleonorae and the supposed sister species Tegenaria henroti). Another problem in dealing with species of the Tegenaria-Malthonica-complex is the fact that many species are known from one sex only (59 species = 41 %).
The purpose of the present paper is to improve the taxonomic knowledge of some species from Sardinia (2005) . In frontal view, the eye-row is called "procurved" when the median eyes are situated more dorsally than the lateral eyes (Fig. 2) . The number and arrangement of spines on femur, tibia and tarsus are presented in a spine formula. For each leg segment this formula gives the number in the following order: Dorsal -prolateral -retrolateral -ventral. A "p" indicates that at this position a pair of spines is present. E.g., the formula 2-2-2-lp+l+lp+1 stands for 2 dorsal, 2 prolateral, 2 retrolateral and 1 pair (2 spines at the same level close together) plus 1 plus 1 pair plus 1 ventral spine/spines (from proximal to distal; see Fig. 3 ). For clearing the vulva, the dissected epigynum has been placed into clove oil for several minutes. The descriptions of the palpal bulbs refer to the ventral view. The spines on the male palp (drawn in Fig. 13 ) are mostly not illustrated, as they are of no taxonomical significance.
The following abbreviations are used in the morphological sections (see also Figs 1-3): AER = anterior eye row; ALE = anterior lateral eyes; AME = anterior median eyes; AME-AME = distance between AME, expressed in eye diameters; AS = anterior spinnerets; AT = atrium of epigynum; BL/CL = ratio of bulb length / cymbium length; C = conductor; CD = copulatory duct; CHA = anterior (upper) margin of cheliceral groove; CHP = posterior (lower) margin of cheliceral groove; CLY1 = clypeus height measured below the AME; CLY2 = clypeus height measured below the ALE; CO = copulatory opening; DV = small diverticulum on the CD; E = length of apex of embolus; EP = epigynum; ET = epigynal teeth; FD = fertilisation duct; GNA = width/length ratio of gnathocoxa; MA = median apophysis; MS = median spinnerets; PA = patellar apophysis; PER = posterior eye row; PLA = posterior lateral eyes; PME = posterior median eyes; PME-AME= distance between PME and AME, expressed in eye diameters; PME-PME = distance between PME, expressed in eye diameters; PS = posterior spinnerets; R = distal ridge on tegulum of bulb; RTA = retrolateral tibia apophyses (used here for all structures in a retrolateral position on the male palp, therefore consisting of one, two or three branches); ST = spermathecae; TEA = tegular apophysis; TTN = tarsal trichobothria number (dorsally 
TAXONOMY
Malthonica dalmatica (Kulczynski, 1906) Tegenaria dalmatica Kulczynski, 1906: 162-164. Tegenaria zinzulusensis Dresco, 1959: 506-509; synonymised by Levy (1996: 103) after Brignoli (1976b: 568-569) .
Tegenaria drescoi Brignoli, 1971: 110-112; syn. n. Malthonica dalmatica (Kulczynski Dresco (1959) , Brignoli (1971) , Levy (1996) , Dimitrov (1999) , Ledoux (2004) and Kovblyuk & Nadolny (2007) .
Distribution: Reported from Montenegro (Kulczynski, 1906) , Italy including Sardinia and Sicily (Dresco, 1959; Brignoli, 1971; Wunderlich, 1994, female under T. henroti), Greece and Cyprus (Brignoli, 1976b; 1979b) , Bulgaria (Deltshev, 1995) , Israel (Levy, 1996) , mainland France (department Var) (Ledoux, 2004) and Corsica (Simon, 1873, (see Brignoli, 1976b) , which led Levy (1996) to synonymise T. zinzulusensis with T. dalmatica.
Tegenaria henroti Dresco, 1956 Figs 4-7 Tegenaria henroti Dresco, 1956: 115-118.
Material examined: 1 6 (MHNG); "Grotta di Gonone", Cala Gonone, Nuoro, Sardinia, IT; leg. P. Strinati & V. Aellen, 20.3.1971 ; det. P. M. Brignoli (Brignoli, 1974 Description of female (the 9 described by Wunderlich (1994) strongly procurved in frontal view. AME smallest, other eyes equal in size. PME-PME longer than half their diameter; PME-AME equal to the diameter of PME; AME-AME equal to half their diameter or slightly longer. CLY1 2-3 x the diameter of AME; CLY2 Trochanter straight. TTN on legs I-IV: 8-9. For leg measurements see Tables 1 and 2 1 mm (4-5) 1 mm (6-7) (Brignoli, 1974; Dresco, 1956; present study) and in the province of Ogliastra (Wunderlich, 1994) .
Comments: The references to T. henroti by Brignoli (1971) , including the drawings of epigynum and vulva (p. 72, Figs 11-12 ), refer to M. eleonorae (see Brignoli, 1974 Brignoli, , 1977 Malthonica eleonorae (Brignoli, 1974) Figs 8-1 1 Tegenaria eleonorae Brignoli, 1974: 390-391.
Malthonica eleonorae (Brignoli) Malthonica eleonorae (Brignoli) . (8 (Brignoli, 1974; Brignoli, 1977) and in one cave in the south of Ogliastra Province. Up to now, no overlap in the ranges of M. eleonorae and T. henroti were observed.
Comments: The suggestion of Wunderlich (1994) (Brignoli, 1979a; Kraus, 1955) .
M. eleonorae can be separated from T. henroti by the number of teeth on the upper margin of cheliceral groove and by the spine formula of all leg tibiae (Table 2) .
M. eleonorae always has ventral spines on tibiae I-III, which are absent in T. henroti.
Females can be distinguished by the almost straight borders on both sides of the genital atrium in T. henroti (Fig. 6) , whereas in M. eleonorae these borders are clearly invaginated (Fig. 10) . Additionally, the vulva of M. eleonorae has broader copulatory ducts, anteriorly convoluted and posteriorly less twisted spermathecae (Fig. 11, cf. Fig. 7 ). Malthonica sardoa Brignoli. 1977 Figs 12-14
Malthonica sardoa Brignoli, 1977: 38-39 Same, ventral view. (14) Female epigynum and vulva, ventral view. C = conductor, CD = copulatory duct, CO = copulatory opening, DV = small diverticulum on the CD, E = embolus, ET = epigynal teeth, MA = median apophysis, RTA = retrolateral tibia apophysis, ST = spermatheca. 1300 m) ; leg. G. Franzini, 6.9.1975 ; det. P. M. Brignoli. Other material examined: 1 (5,2? ( Fig. 14; NMB, 2793a) both rows strongly procurved in frontal view. AME smallest, all other eyes equal in size. PME-PME about their diameter; PME-AME less than the diameter of PME; AME-AME less than or about half their diameter. CLY1 about l?-2 x the diameter of AME; CLY2 less than or as high as the diameter of ALE. Distribution: This species can be found all over Sardinia (Brignoli, 1977 (19) (20) . The females can easily be distinguished from those of the other species by the morphology of the epigynum and vulva (Fig. 14; Brignoli, 1976a: 43, fig. 22 ). Furthermore, M. arganoi is, until now, only recorded from the Italian mainland regions Lazio, Umbria (Brignoli, 1971; Brignoli, 1977) and Calabria (not yet published).
Malthonica sicana Brignoli, 1976 Figs 15-18 Malthonica sicana Brignoli, 1976: 30-33. Type material examined: 9 holotype (MSNV, vas. 62); "Piana degli Albanesi", Palermo, Sicily, IT; leg. Aliquò, 20.11.1972; det in frontal view. AME smallest, other eyes equal in size. PME-PME 1-1 x h_ x their diameter; PME-AME 1/2-I x the diameter of the PME; AME-AME V2-l x their diameter. CLYl 2-3 x the diameter of AME; CLY2 Table 3 .
Figs 19-20
Malthonica arganoi (Brignoli) We know only about two publications recording M. soriculata from Sardinia (Kraus, 1955: 379, under T soriculata, and Garneri, 1902: 72) . Already Brignoli (1971: 67) expressed some doubts about the validity of these two records: "sarebbe interessante un controllo di questo materiale, date le somiglianze esistenit tra questa specie e T. henroti ...". The material treated by Kraus (1955) was checked in the spider collection of the Senckenberg Museum and proved to be a misidentification of T parietina. The material treated by Garneri (1902) 
